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1 PG&E Gas Transmission, Northwest
Corporation’s application was filed with the
Commission under Section 7 of the Natural Gas Act
and Part 157 of the Commission’s regulations.

WNG states that a copy of its filing
was served on all participants listed on
the service list maintained by the
Commission in the docket referenced
above.

Any person desiring to protest this
filing should file a protest with the
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission,
888 First Street, NE., Washington, DC
20426, in accordance with Section
385.211 of the Commission’s Rules and
Regulations. All such protests must be
filed as provided in Section 154.210 of
the Commission’s Regulations. Protests
will be considered by the Commission
in determining the appropriate action to
be taken, but will not serve to make
protestants parties to the proceedings.
Copies of this filing are on file with the
Commission and are available for public
inspection in the Public Reference
Room.
Linwood A. Watson, Jr.,
Acting Secretary.
[FR Doc. 98–1441 Filed 1–21–98; 8:45 am]
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Williston Basin Interstate Pipeline
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Blanket Authorization

January 15, 1998.
Take notice that on January 9, 1998,

Williston Basin Interstate Pipeline
Company (Williston Basin), 200 North
Third Street, Suite 300, Bismarck, North
Dakota 58501, filed a request with the
Commission in Docket No. CP98–177–
000, pursuant to Sections 157.205 and
157.211 of the Commission’s
Regulations under the Natural Gas Act
(NGA) for authorization to utilize
existing taps for transportation of
natural gas deliveries to Montana-
Dakota Utilities Co. (Montana-Dakota)
authorized in blanket certificate issued
in Docket No. CP82–487–000, et al., all
as more fully set forth in the request on
file with the Commission and open to
public inspection.

Williston Basin proposes to transport
natural gas to Montana-Dakota at three
existing transmission line taps, for
ultimate use by additional end-use
customers. The taps are located in
Dawson County and Richland County,
Montana, and Pennington County,
South Dakota.

Any person or the Commission’s staff
may, within 45 days after the
Commission has issued this notice, file
pursuant to Rule 214 of the

Commission’s Procedural Rules (18 CFR
385.214) a motion to intervene or notice
of intervention and pursuant to Section
157.205 of the Regulations under the
NGA (18 CFR 157.205) a protest to the
request. If no protest is filed within the
allowed time, the proposed activity
shall be deemed to be authorized
effective the day after the time allowed
for filing a protest. If a protest is filed
and not withdrawn within 30 days after
the time allowed for filing a protest, the
instant request shall be treated as an
application for authorization pursuant
to Section 7 of the NGA.
Linwood A. Watson, Jr.,
Acting Secretary.
[FR Doc. 98–1452 Filed 1–21–98; 8:45 am]
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January 15, 1998.
The staff of the Federal Energy

Regulatory Commission (FERC or
Commission) will prepare an
environmental assessment (EA) that will
discuss the environmental impacts of
the construction, installation and
operation of three new compressor units
at three of its existing compressor
stations proposed in the PG&E Gas
Transmission, Northwest Corporation’s
1998 Expansion Project.1 This EA will
be used by the Commission in its
decision-making process to determine
whether the project is in the public
convenience and necessity.

Summary of the Proposed Project

PG&E Gas Transmission, Northwest
Corporation (PG&E), formerly Pacific
Gas Transmission Company, proposes to
expand the capacity of its facilities in
Oregon, Washington, and Idaho. PG&E
states that the proposed compression
upgrades would allow PG&E to
transport between Kingsgate, British
Columbia and Stanfield, Oregon up to

an additional 56,000 dekatherms per
day on an annual basis. PG&E seeks to
increase the total horsepower (hp) at
three of its existing compressor stations:

• 3,100 hp increase at Station 4,
located at milepost (MP) 46.7 on PG&E’s
existing mainline pipeline in Bonner
County, Idaho; specifically, by
exchanging an existing 13,000 hp unit
with a new 15,000 hp unit and
exchanging an existing 13,000 hp unit
with a low-hour 14,100 hp refurbished
unit;

• 4,700 hp increase at Station 7,
located at MP 212.6 on PG&E’s existing
mainline pipeline in Walla Walla
County, Washington; specifically, by
upgrading its existing 35,000 hp unit to
39,700 hp through equipment
modifications and control setpoint
changes; and

• 1,500 hp increase at Station 9,
located at MP 319.5 on PG&E’s existing
mainline pipeline in Morrow County,
Oregon; specifically, by exchanging an
existing 12,600 hp unit with a new
14,100 hp unit. PG&E would install a
new, higher capacity oil cooler to be
located immediately outside the
compressor building and would adjust
the temperature control setpoint to the
turbine unit.

The general location map and plot
plans for each of the proposed
compressor station upgrades are shown
in Appendix 1. If you are interested in
obtaining procedural information,
please write to the Secretary of the
Commission.

Land Requirements for Construction
All construction activities would take

place within the existing fencelines of
all three compressor stations. No new
land disturbance outside existing
compressor station fencelines would be
required.

The EA Process
The National Environmental Policy

Act (NEPA) requires the Commission to
take into account the environmental
impacts that could result from an action
whenever it considers the issuance of a
Certificate of Public Convenience and
Necessity. NEPA also requires us to
discover and address concerns the
public may have about proposals. We
call this ‘‘scoping’’. The main goal of the
scoping process is to focus the analysis
in the EA on the important
environmental issues. By this Notice of
Intent, the Commission requests public
comments on the scope of the issues it
will address in the EA. All comments
received are considered during the
preparation of the EA. State and local
government representatives are
encouraged to notify their constituents
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of this proposed action and encourage
them to comment on their areas of
concern.

The EA will discuss impacts that
could occur as a result of the
construction and operation of the
proposed project under these general
headings:
• Air and noise quality
• Land use
• Geology and soils
• Public safety
• Endangered and threatened species
• Cultural resources

We will also evaluate possible
alternatives to the proposed project or
portions of the project, and make
recommendations on how to lessen or
avoid impacts on the various resource
areas.

PG&E has proposed a system
alternative, known as the Pipeline
Looping Alternative, which would
involve the looping of PG&E’s existing
mainline with a third, 42-inch-diameter
pipeline located between Mainline
valve (MV) 5–1 in Kootenai County,
Idaho and MV 5–2 in Spokane County,
Washington. The pipeline loop would
be about 10.7 miles in length. See
appendix 2 for an approximate location
of this system alternative.

Our independent analysis of the
issues will be in the EA. Depending on
the comments received during the
scoping process, the EA may be
published and mailed to Federal, state,
and local agencies, public interest
groups, interested individuals, affected
landowners, newspapers, libraries, and
the Commission’s official service list for
this proceeding. A comment period will
be allotted for review if the EA is
published. We will consider all
comments on the EA before we make
our recommendations to the
Commission.

Currently Identified Environmental
Issues

We have already identified several
issues that we think deserve attention
based on a preliminary review of the
proposed facilities and the
environmental information provide by
PG&E. This preliminary list of issues
may be changed based on your
comments and our analysis.

• Four noise-sensitive areas (NSAs)
have been identified in close proximity
to Station 4.

• One NSA has been identified in
close proximity to Station 7.

• One NSA has been identified in
close proximity to Station 9.

• Possible consideration of the
Pipeline Looping Alternative in lieu of
expanding the three existing compressor
stations.

No nonjurisdictional facilities have
been identified for this project.

Public Participation

You can make a difference by sending
a letter addressing your specific
comments or concerns about the project.
You should focus on the potential
environmental effects of the proposal,
alternatives to the proposal (including
alternative routes, and measures to
avoid or lessen environmental impact.
The more specific your comments, the
more useful they will be. Please
carefully follow these instructions to
ensure that your comments are received
in time and properly recorded:

• Send two copies of your letter to:
Mr. David P. Boergers, Acting Secretary,
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission,
888 First St., N.E., Room 1A,
Washington, DC 20426;

• Label one copy of the comments for
the attention of the Environmental
Review and Compliance Branch, PR–
11.1;

• Reference Docket No. CP98–167–
000; and

• Mail your comments so that they
will be received in Washington, DC on
or before February 17, 1998.

Notice of Site Visit

On January 22, 1998, the staff of the
Office of Pipeline Regulation will be
conducting an environmental site visit
of PG&E’s Pipeline Looping Alternative.
All parties may attend. Those planning
to attend must provide their own
transportation.

For further information about where
the site inspection will begin, please
contact Paul McKee at (202) 208–1088.

Becoming an Intervenor

In addition to involvement in the EA
scoping process, you may want to
become an official party to the
proceeding or become an ‘‘intervenor’’.
Among other things, intervenors have
the right to receive copies of case-
related Commission documents and
filings by other intervenors. Likewise,
each intervenor must provide copies of
its filings to all other parties. If you
want to become an intervenor you must
files a motion to intervene according to
Rule 214 of the Commission’s Rules of
Practice and Procedure (18 CFR
385.214) (see appendix 3).

You do not need intervenor status to
have your environmental comments
considered.
Linwood A. Watson, Jr.,
Acting Secretary.
[FR Doc. 98–1453 Filed 1–21–98; 8:45 am]
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Submissions for OMB Review,
Comment Request
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ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: In compliance with the
Paperwork Reduction Act (44 U.S.C.
3501 et seq.), this notice announces that
the following Information Collection
Request (ICR) has been forwarded to the
Office of Management and Budget
(OMB) for review and approval:
Cooperative Agreements and State
Contracts for Superfund Response
Actions (OMB Control #2010–0020,
εχπιρατιον δατε—02/28/98).
DATES: Comments must be submitted on
or before February 23, 1998.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION OR A COPY:
Contact Sandy Farmer at EPA by phone
at (202) 260–2740, by e-mail at
farmer.sandy@epamail.epa.gov, or
download off the Internet at http://
www.epa.gov/icr/icr.htm and refer to
EPA ICR No. 1487.06.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Title: Cooperative Agreements and
Superfund contracts for Superfund
Response Actions (OMB Control No.
2010–0020; EPA–ICR No. 1487.06)
expiring 02/28/98. This is a request for
an extension of a currently approved
Information Collection Request (ICR).

Abstract

This ICR authorizes the collection of
information under EPA’s Superfund
Rule (40 CFR, part 35, subpart O) that
establishes the administrative
requirements for the Comprehensive
Environmental Response, Compensation
and Liability Act (CERCLA)—funded
cooperative agreements for State, local
and Federally recognized Indian tribal
government response actions. The
regulation also codifies the
administrative requirements for
Superfund State Contracts for non-State
lead remedial responses. This regulation
includes only those provisions as
mandated by CERCLA, required by
OMB Circulars, or added by EPA to
ensure sound and effective financial
assistance management. The
information is collected from
applicants/recipients of EPA assistance
and used to make awards, pay recipients


